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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a response to the Amendment received on January 28, 2003, in which claim 3 was 
amended, claims 13-15 were added, and claims 8-12 were cancelled. Claims 1-7 and 13-16 are 
pending. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-2, 4 and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Takemoto et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,004,208; hereafter "Takemoto"). 

Takemoto discloses a method of playing a game comprising the steps of providing a 
payline display having a plurality of display segments being a predetermined number of indicia 
(Figure 26A-27D); providing a player a spin/stop button (game stop switches 109); enabling the 
player spin/stop button for a first time; depressing the button to cause at least some of the display 
segments to spin, wherein one or more, but not all, of the plurality of display segments stop 
spinning after the enabled the button is depressed for the first time; enabling the spin/stop button 
for a second time; and depressing the enabled button for the second time to cause some of the 
display segments to stop spinning (Figures 9-10 and 5: 53 -5 8: some of the reels may stop due to a 
predetermined time lapse while other reels can still be stopped using the stop button). 
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Referring to claims 2 and 4, Takemoto discloses the player providing a wager prior to 
starting the game. A player can place a wager after the first game and before the second game. 

Claims 15-16 correspond in scope to a method of playing a casino game set forth for use 
of the method of playing a game listed in the claims above and are encompassed by use as set 
forth in the rejection above. The examiner views that the first button does not preclude the use 
of a plurality of buttons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 5-7 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Takemoto et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,004,208; hereafter "Takemoto") in view of Lowden (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,630,586). 

Referring to claims 5-6 and 13-14, Takemoto discloses a method of playing a game 
comprising the steps of providing a payline display having a plurality of display segments being 
a predetermined number of indicia (Figure 26A-D); providing a player a spin/stop button (game 
stop switches 109); enabling the player spin/stop button for a first time; depressing the button to 
cause at least some of the display segments to spin, wherein one or more, but not all, of the 
plurality of display segments stop spinning after the enabled the button is depressed for the first 
time; enabling the spin/stop button for a second time; and depressing the enabled button for the 
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second time to cause some of the display segments to stop spinning (Figures 9-10), but does not 
disclose having a dealer to provide the step of enabling the buttons. However, Lowden discloses 
a method of playing a gaming machine at a table game apparatus wherein the player can bet on a 
dealer enabled player selected spin at the game in order to win prizes wherein the dealer 
performs the steps of enabling the player to push use the buttons a plurality of times (4:61-65). 
One would be motivated to combine the references since Lowden discloses combining a gaming 
machine into a table type setting where a plurality of players can play the game together and this 
would allow the players to control the multiple spinning reels on the table. This form of a table 
game would attract players who normally would not play a slot machine type game and would 
attract players who would not normally play a table game (1:65-2:4). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the gaming table feature of Lowden 's into Takemoto's gaming system in order to 
allow players to play the game together and therefore generate more interest in the game. 

Referring to claim 3, Takemoto and Lowden disclose placing an additional step of 
placing an ante wager prior to the player enabling the spin button, the stop button and after 
enabling the button for the first time (Lowden 1 :46-56). 

Referring to claim 7, Takemoto and Lowden disclose that a proposition bet can be made 
(5:14-31). 

Claims 13-14 correspond in scope to a method of playing a table game set forth for use of 
the method of playing a game listed in the claims above and are encompassed by use as set forth 
in the rejection above. 
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Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed January 28, 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicants argue that the combination of Takemoto and Lowden does not disclose using 
a stop button and that Takemoto's stop button will not be enabled for a second time. The 
standard of patentability is what the combination of prior art taken as a whole at a time prior to 
the invention suggests to the artisan. In this case, Takemoto discloses at least one switch 109 
wherein the switch can stop its respective reel. This would enable a player to use the stop 
buttons for a first reel, a second stop button for a second reel and a third stop button for the final 
reel. The user starts the game and the first reel starts spinning and the player pushes the first stop 
button to stop the reel. The next reel is started and accordingly the second button is enabled and 
the player can either push the second button or let the reel time out (Figures 10-11 and 9:51- 
10: 1 1). Therefore, the claimed invention does not preclude a gaming system having a plurality 
of stop buttons each for stopping its respective reel. Thus, the claim language fails to preclude 
the gaming system suggested by the combination of Takemoto and Lowden as having multiple 
stop buttons each stopping their respective reel whereby a depressing the spin/stop button 109 for 
a second time is to stop another reel. 

Applicant further remarks that combination of Takemoto and Lowden will not result in 
claimed invention. The examiner respectfully disagrees. The claimed language does not require 
the same button being depressed a second time where there are respective spin/stop button 
provided for each of a plurality of reels. Finally, Applicant's remark that each player would have 
(i.e. operate) a seperative stop switch is unfounded. Inarguendo, Takemoto provides a stop 
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switch for each respective reel so a player may provide input in belief of being in some control of 
final outcome thereby. Thus, the combination of Lowden with Takemoto's stop buttons allows a 
player perception of some control of final outcome. 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aaron J. Capron whose telephone number is (703) 305-3520. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tom Hughes can be reached on (703) 308-1806. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9302 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-9303 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1 148. 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



